Ht. 12, Frederick, Md. 21701 
11/19/76 

Mr. Marion ^phnson 
National Archives 
Washington, D.C. 20406 

Sear M r . “oftnson, 

u bv±ousiy it has been impossible for me to sake a careful exaadaatios sf those 
“® ' 8 ® Z8S ®f the 1975 release •*• picked up yesterday. However, less than a careful 
examinations^ raises questions. 

A,id fro® the nates identifying the boxes it would ap.ear that 1 do not yet have 
all pf the®, 

^ ^st ae take one page as an illustration, the first of the synopsis pages of CD651 , 
or the only synopsis page I was provided although it is obvious that one or sore follow. 

This is the 1975 release out its declassification is attirbuiod to you as of 2/6/76. 
Can you please explain tills? 

Ot why it was withheld for so long? I see nothing in it that qualifies for any 
classification. The original classification was "confidential, "I presume under SO 
1050. It is not specified. I therefore would like to know how this qualified for 
classification and withholding. 

-riia page is extensively masked. ¥hat is waskad. is what was never masked. prior to 
the FOIA amendments of 1974. The first line is illustrative i “Interview get forth of 
(masking) re her laelingx that (si&sking} a Beater ei" the international Marxist con- 
spiracy,...** 
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^askings ext suing to verbs is new ta as. 

Masking* without citation of authority it, I think, not in accord with fi.G.s and 
judicial views. 

Tiiis page includes the typed notation “GR08P I Excluded fro® aatgaatic downgrading 
and declassification," which I take to be from 2.0.11652 and thus not as of the bias of 
the original record. I’d appreciate an explanation of hew this can be typed on a record 
of 3/11/64 when that E.O. had not been promulgated y»t the typewriter seems to be the same/ 
as that af the typing of the rest of the page. 

Tnero is oo explanation of the witahelding of the rest of this record. Pages just 
are not there, beginning with what fallows this synopsis page. It is my belief that an 
explanation is required. 

There is no citation of authority for the maskings on this page. There i 3 no 
statement of the need, if any, for these ^as kin gs. 

I weuxe, of course, like to know why it became necessary to mask 3 uch innocent 
words as the names of persons interviewed whsa there was sa such need prier to the 
enactment of the amendments to the FOIA ever the veto of President lord. 

The synopsis stakes reference to the 2GB defector Seseako. Those subsequent pages 
not atxli withheld wihhsut explanation ssaks no reference to hi® o r anything attri- 
buted t© him, 

I write you because you gave me these records yesterday. After you have read this 
saa drafted whatever response you say make I would appreciate your forwarding this as 

appeal fro® what ^ interpret as 3 denial under the Act to shatwver person in the Archives 
now processes appeals. 


Sincerely 
Harold Mcisberg 



